
COHHONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE CONMISSION 

In the Hatter of1 

SOUTH CENTRAL BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY'S ) 
APPLICATION FOR APPROVAL OF AN 1 
AGREENENT FOR INTERCONNECTION BY 1 
CELLULAR UQBILE CARRIERS 1 

CASE NO. 
90-343 

O R D E R  

Thir matter ariring upon petition of South Central Bell 

Telephone Company ("South Central Bell") filed January 22, 1991 

purruant to 807 K A R  51001, Section 7, and KRS 61.878 for 

confidential protection of two coat studier filed in reaponse to 

the Co~niraion~r requeat no. 9 at the January 7, 1991 informal 

conference on the groundr that disclosure of the information is 

likely to aaure competitive injury, and it appearing tc this 

Comirrion am tollow.1 

In t h i r  proceeding, South central Bell seeks approval of a 

Vellulrr Interconnection Letter Agreementt1 between South Central 

Be11 and Cellular Mobile Carriers operating in this state. The 

information rought to be protected conairtr of coat data developed 

to rupport the applicationr in not known outaide of South Central 

Ball, and ia not diareminated within South Central Bell except to 

thoro employees who have a legitimate business need to know and 
act upon the information. South Central Bell aeeka to preaerve 

the aonfidentiality of the information through all appropriate 

meansr including the maintenance of aecurity at its officea. 



807 KAR Stool, section 7, protectr information a. 

confidential when it ir ertablirhed that dirolorure i r  likely to 
cauae substantial competitive harm to tha party from whom the 

information was obtained. In order to ratirfy thir teat, the 

party claiming confidentiality must demonatrate actual competition 

and a likelihood of rubrtantial competitive injury if the 

information ir dirclored. Competitive injury occur# when 

disclorure of the information gives competitorr an unfair burinerr 

advantage. 

South Central Bell maintain# that the information rought to 
be protected would enable itr competitorr to determine South 

Central Bell's capital, operating cortr, growth, and contribution 

for the service which ruch competitorr oould ure in priOin9 and 
marketing their own service. In addition, South Central Bell 

maintains that cost study no. 890839 oontainr information that 

providers of Pax equipment could ure in marketing their rervicer. 

The petition, however, does not identify ruch oompetitorr or 

describe how the information oould bo ured by them to South 

Central Bell's disadvantage. Therefore, the petition cannot be 

granted without additional information providing rpecifio exampler 

of how competitive injury will result from publio dirolorure. 

This Commission being otherwire sufficiently advised, 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. South Central Bell may, within 20 dayr of the date of 

this Order, file a supplement to itr petition identifying its 

competitors and describing how such competitorr could use the 



information rought to be protected to gain an unfair burinerr 
advantage. 

2. If ruch rupplemental petition i r  not filed within 10 

day8 from the drtr herein, the petition rhall, without further 

Orderr herein, be denied and the material rought to be protected 
ahall be plrcrd in the public record. 

Dona at Frankfort, Kentucky, thir 13th of w&, 1991, 

PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

ATTEST t 


